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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is Response to Applicant's AMENDMENT filed on 06/12/2006. 

2. Claims 17-40 are pending in this application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention, "receiving data at interface indicative of how the new term is 
used on the label" . Applicant is advised to amend to clarify by using concise claim 
language for the intend use of this claimed limitation in order to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to make and use the invention as claim. 



Double Patenting 

5. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 
644 (CCPA 1969). 
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A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply 
with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

6. Claims 17, 19-23, 25-26, 28, 30, 32, and 34-35 provisionally rejected on the 

ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable 

over claims 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 10, 1 1, 12, 14, 17 and 18 of copending Application No. 

10/674,834. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably 

distinct from each other because searching a database for text matching a desired text, 

returning to the use a list of match; creating a new object, assigning a GUI for new 

object... 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 17-21 and 25-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Pub. No.: US 2004/0039989 A1 of Warren in view of Pub. No.: US 
2005/0038558 of Keene. 

With respect to claim 17, Warren teaches a method of identifying and creating 
text for a new term in a term database that matches a desired terminology for a label 
(figs 2-4, user enters entries through a user interface or GUI including a structured form 
as a dialog for entering such as text or data or information in order to generate text for 
label or term stored in the database: section 0021-0022 and abstract), comprising the 
step of : 

receiving data at an interface indicative of how the new term is used (receiving 
data/entries to be entered via a GUI as shown in figs 2-4 and these entries or data to be 
stored in the data for later to be used such as retrieving or searching for translating to 
other language: sections 0011, 0020-0021 and 0060-0063); and 

returning to the user a list of matches found in the term database (response to 
the user input data: sections 0022-0025). 
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Warren teaches receiving user's entry or data from GUI and storing these data 
into a database and returning a list of match found to user. Warren does not clearly 
teach searching the database for text matching a desired text for the label. 

However, Keene teaches search the label from a databank (sections 0065 and 

0090). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Warren with the teachings 
of Keene. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of the result from the search as disclosed (Keen's section 0065), into the system of 
Warren for the purpose of combining of graphical representations, pictograms and 
textual information to generate the label or image in the label system (sections 0060- 
0062). 

With respect to claim 18, Warren teaches wherein searching further 
includes searching in a term area of the term database for terms matching a desired 
specific use of the term (sections 0021-0025). 

With respect to claim 19, Warren teaches selecting one of the matches found the 
term database (sections 0022 and 0025). 

With respect to claim 20, Warren teaches wherein receiving the data for the term 
includes receiving at least a portion of the desired text (section 0022). 

With respect to claim 21 , Warren teaches creating a new object in the term 
database for the new term (section 0044). 
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With respect to claim 25, Warren teaches storing the new term in the term 
database (abstract, sections 0019 and 0043). 

With respect to claim 26, Warren teaches storing versions of the text for the term 
in a record in a term text database (section 0012). 

With respect to claim 27, Warren teaches opening a dialog interface prior to 
receiving data into the interface, and receiving the data in the dialog interface (figs. 2-4). 

With respect to claim 28, Warren teaches a method of identifying as discussed in 
claim 17. 

Warren teaches receiving user's entry or data from GUI and storing these data 
into a database and returning a list of match found to user. Warren does not clearly 
teach comparing the indicated use of the selected records with the indicated use of the 
new term; and ordering the selected records based on a match with the desired text and 
indicated use of the new term. 

However, Keene teaches comparing and ordering the selected records (sections 
0070 and 0082-0083). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Warren with the teachings 
of Keene. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to utilize the 
use of the result from the search as disclosed (Keen's section 0065), into the system of 
Warren for the purpose of combining of graphical representations, pictograms and 
textual information to generate the label or image in the label system (sections 0060- 
0062). 
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With respect to claim 29, Warren teaches selecting records in the term database 
having a similar specific use as the new term (section 0050-0053). 

With respect to claim 30, Warren teaches displaying the list matches on the user 
interface (response to the user input data: sections 0022-0025). 

With respect to claim 31 , Warren teaches displaying information for each 
identified entry contained in the term database (sections 0022-0025). 

With respect to claim 32, Warren teaches receiving an indication that one record 
in the list of matches is a desired entry, and selecting that entry as the new term text 
(sections 0022-0025). 



9. Claims 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pub. No.: US 2004/0039989 A1 of Warren in view of Pub. No.: US 2005/0038558 of 
Keene, and further in view of Pub. No.: US 2002/0156775 A1 of Yamamoto. 

With respect to claim 22, Warren in view of Keene discloses a method for 
identifying and creating text as discussed in claim 17. 

Warren and Keene disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Warren and Keene do not teach assign a GUID for the new term. 

However, Yamamoto teaches GUID to be recorded to each image or text object 
or database record in the database (abstract and section 0095). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Warren in view of Keene 
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with the teachings of Yamamoto. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it 
motivated to utilize the use of GUID in the object stored in the database record as 
disclosed (Yamamoto's abstract and section 0095), into the system of Warren for the 
purpose of improving the searching database performance, thereby, helping to return 
the matched based on the desired text more efficient. 

With respect to claims 23, Warren receiving a category code for the new term; 
and receiving a description for the new term (sections 0079-0081). 

With respect to claim 24, Warren teaches receiving a specific desired use of the 
new term (sections 0059-0060). 



10. Claims 33-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pub. No.: US 2004/0039989 A1 of Warren in view of Pub. No.: US 2005/0038558 of 
Keene, and further in view of Pub. No.: US 2004/0260689 A1 of Colace et al. 
(hereinafter Colace). 

With respect to claims 33 and 36, Warren in view of Keene discloses a method 
for identifying and creating text as discussed in claim 17. 

Warren and Keene disclose substantially the invention as claimed. 

Warren and Keene do not teach comparing the category of the selected term. 

However, Colace teaches comparing the category (sections 0061-0062). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Warren in view of Keene 
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with the teachings of Colace. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it 
motivated to utilize the use of comparing the selected record as disclosed (Colace's 
sections 0061-0062, into the system of Warren for the purpose of improving the 
searching database performance, thereby, helping to return the matched based on the 
desired text more efficient. 

With respect to claims 34 and 37, Warren teaches duplicating any translations in 
a term text database to the record in the term text database for the new term (sections 
0020 and 0085). 

With respect to claims 35 and 38 Warren teaches creating an entry in the new 
term ID indicating an ID of the selected term (section 0052). 

With respect to claim 39, Warren suggesting the new term to the term database, 
entering the new term in the term database with the new term ID and changing a state 
of the new term to a suggested state (sections 0045 and 0049-0050; also see section 
0072). 

With respect to claim 40, Warren teaches changing the state of the new term to a 
verified state following a review process (section 0049-0050). 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anh Ly whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-4039 or 
via E-Mail: ANH.LY@USPTO.GOV (Written Authorization being given by 

Applicant (MPEP 502.03 [R-2])) or fax to (571) 273-4039 (Examiner's 

personal Fax No.). The examiner can normally be reached on TUESDAY - 

THURSDAY from 8:30 AM - 3:30 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone 
are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John Breene, can be reached on (571) 
272-4107 or Primary Examiner: Jean Corrielus (571) 272-4032. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). Any response to this action should be mailed 
to: Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231 , or faxed to: 
Central Fax Center: (571) 273-8300 



ANH LY — 
AUG. 10 th , 2006 




